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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-27 are rejected. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 26 April 
2007 has been entered. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 21 recites the limitations "the content 
comprising subsets of the content where each subset is associated with a content type" 
and "a region of the first subset of the content associated with a first content type, and 
associated with the at least one of the search results, is enlarged to a first size and 
another subset of the content associated with another content type, and associated with 
the at least one of the search results, is enlarged to another size based on the 
respective content type." It is unclear where the antecedent basis exists in the 
specification for these limitations. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-6, 10-12, 15-17 and 19-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over US PGPub 2007/0130540 to Doyle et al (hereafter Doyle) 
in view of US PGPub 2005/0086217 to Kraft et al (hereafter Kraft). 
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Referring to claim 1, Doyle discloses a computer-implemented interface for data 
presentation embodied on a computer-readable storage medium, comprising: 

a lens component [lens 410] associated with a portion of a user interface display, 
the lens component defines an area to display information (see [0028] and [0029]); and 

a layout component that displays a detailed subset of information within the area 
defined by the lens component, the detailed subset of information is animated to 
enlarge in size as compared to information outside of the area defined by the lens (see 
[0028]-[0030]; [0039]; and [0043]). 

While Doyle discloses that the concept of detail-in-context viewing can be applied 
to text (see [0024], lines 1-5), Doyle fails to explicitly disclose the further limitations of 
the user interface being applied to search results and the lens including additional 
textual information. Kraft discloses a user interface for allowing a user to dynamically 
change the detail of data (see abstract), including the further limitation of changing the 
amount of detail [additional text] displayed in a list of search results (see [0027], lines 1- 
1 5) in order to increase the rate at which a user can determine a useful result. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the user interface of Doyle with the search results disclosed by Kraft. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase the rate at which a user 
can determine a useful result since detail-in-context presentations allow for 
magnification of a particular region of interest in a representation while preserving 
visibility of the surrounding representation. 
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Referring to claim 2, the combination of Doyle and Kraft (hereafter Doyle/Kraft) 
discloses the interface of claim 1 , further comprising at least one search engine and at 
least one local or remote database [web] to retrieve the search result (Kraft: see [0027], 
lines 2-5). 

Referring to claim 3, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 1 , the layout 
component receives user inputs that operates, alters, or selects display criteria of the 
lens component and other search results (Doyle: see [0030]). 

Referring to claim 4, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 3, further 
comprising one or more parameters [lens control elements] that effect the display 
criteria (Doyle: see [0030], lines 1-3). 

Referring to claim 5, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 4, the 
parameters include at least one of a lens size [size of the lens], a lens shape, a lens 
location, a magnification factor, a presentation rate, a delay, a trigger, or a minimum font 
size (Doyle: see [0030], lines 11-20). 

Referring to claim 6, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 1 , further 
comprising at least one other lens component to display information. While Doyle/Kraft 
discloses a lens component [lens 410] (see [0028] and [0029]), Doyle/Kraft fails to 
explicitly disclose at one other lens component. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to include at least one 
other lens, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of 
a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 
USPQ 8. 
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Referring to claim 10, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 1 , further 
comprising a display option for controlling a rate of magnification [magnify lens control 
element] for the lens component by using a factor as a target and incrementally 
adjusting a zoom until the target [desired level of magnification] is reached (Doyle: see 
[0043]). 

Referring to claim 11, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 10, the subset 
of information displayed within the area defined by the lens component increases in size 
until a maximum size [level of magnification possible] is reached (Doyle: see [0043]). 

Referring to claim 12, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 10, further 
comprising a parameter that controls a size of zoom increments [offset value] (Kraft: see 
[0032], lines 1-4). 

Referring to claim 15, Doyle/Kraft discloses the system of claim 12, further 
comprising a content insertion parameter that is adjusted according to a rate of insertion 
or according to a size of information chunks (Kraft: see [0029]). 

Referring to claim 16, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 1 , further 
comprising a control panel to allow designers to adjust display parameters for the lens 
component or the layout component (Doyle: see [0034]). 

Referring to claim 17, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 1 , further 
comprising a display output associated with at least one of an instant information view 
or a dynamic information view (Doyle: see [0046], lines 10-14). 
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Referring to claim 19, Doyle/Kraft discloses a computer readable medium 
[tangible media] having computer readable instructions stored thereon for implementing 
the components of claim 1 (Doyle: see [0048]). 

Referring to claim 20, Doyle discloses a computer-implemented system for 
displaying query results, comprising: 

a processor [CPU 320] (see Fig 3); 

means for processing in accordance with a lens [lens 410] (see [0028] and 
[0029]); 

means for displaying at least one search result from within the lens and other 
search results outside the lens (see [0028], lines 5-8); and 

means for animating the at least one search result displayed within the lens to 
magnify it in size as compared to other search resuits outside the lens (see [0028], lines 
5-8 and [0043]). 

While Doyle discloses that the concept of detail-in-context viewing can be applied 
to text (see [0024], lines 1-5), Doyle fails to explicitly disclose the further limitations of 
the user interface being applied to search results, each search result of the search 
results comprising textual information associated with the respective search result; and 
means for inserting additional textual information associated with the at least one 
search result within the lens as compared to other search results outside the lens. Kraft 
discloses a user interface for allowing a user to dynamically change the detail of data 
(see abstract), including the further limitation of each search result of the search results 
comprising textual information [abstract] associated with the respective search result 
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[URL] (see [0027]); and means for inserting additional textual information associated 
with the at least one search result within the lens as compared to other search results 
outside the lens (see [0027], lines 1-15) in order to increase the rate at which a user can 
determine a useful result. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the user interface of Doyle with the search results disclosed by Kraft. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase the rate at which a user 
can determine a useful result since detail-in-context presentations allow for 
magnification of a particular region of interest in a representation while preserving 
visibility of the surrounding representation. 

Referring to claim 21, Doyle discloses a method for automatic search result 
organization, comprising: 

defining a plurality of parameters [lens control elements] for displaying search 
results (see [0034]); 

defining a lens region [lens 410] to display at least one of the search result (see 
[0035]); 

displaying at least one of the search results within the lens region [region of 
interest] and at least one other search result outside [surrounding information 210] the 
lens region (see [0028]); 

animating the content associated with the at least one of the search results 
displayed within the lens region to enlarge the size of the content as compared to 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/809,1 72 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2167 

content associated with the at least one other search result displayed outside the lens 
region (see [0028], lines 5-8 and [0043]). 

While Doyle discloses that the concept of detail-in-context viewing can be applied 
to text (see [0024], lines 1-5), Doyle fails to explicitly disclose the further limitations of 
the user interface being applied to search results; the lens including additional textual 
information; the content comprising subsets of the content where each subset is 
associated with a content type; and a first subset of the content associated with a first 
content type, and associated with the at least one of the search results, is enlarged to a 
first size and another subset of the content associated with another content type, and 
associated with the at least one of the search results, is enlarged to another size based 
on the respective content type. Kraft discloses a user interface for allowing a user to 
dynamically change the detail of data (see abstract), including the further limitations of 
changing the amount of detail [additional text] displayed in a list of search results (see 
[0027], lines 1-15); the content comprising subsets of the content where each subset is 
associated with a content type [The search engine returns a list of search results 
containing a list of URLs and a very brief abstract] (see [0027]); and a first subset of the 
•content associated with a first content type, and associated with the at least one of the 
search results, is enlarged to a first size and another subset of the content associated 
with another content type, and associated with the at least one of the search results, is 
enlarged to another size based on the respective content type (see [0027] - It is 
inherent that the list of URLs and a very brief abstract for each URL can be written in 
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different font sizes) in order to increase the rate at which a user can determine a useful 
result. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the user interface of Doyle with the search results disclosed by Kraft. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase the rate at which a user 
can determine a useful result since detail-in-context presentations allow for 
magnification of a particular region of interest in a representation while preserving 
visibility of the surrounding representation. 

Referring to claim 22, Doyle/Kraft discloses the method of claim 21 , the 
parameters include at least one of a lens size [size of the lens], a lens shape, a lens 
location, a magnification factor, a viewing rate, a delay, a trigger, and a minimum font 
size (Doyle: see [0030], lines 11-20). 

Referring to claim 23, Doyle/Kraft discloses the method of claim 22, further 
comprising providing a focal center [focal region 420] for the lens region (Doyle: see 
[0035], lines 5-7). 

Referring to claim 24, Doyle/Kraft discloses the method of claim 23, further 
comprising controlling a rate of magnification [magnify lens control element] for the lens 
region by using a factor as a target and incrementally adjusting a zoom until the target 
[desired level of magnification] is reached (Doyle: see [0043]). 

Referring to claim 25, Doyle discloses a computer-implemented graphical user 
interface embodied on a computer-readable storage medium, comprising: 

one or more data items [information] (see [0028] and [0029]); 
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one or more display objects created for the one or more data items (see [0028] 
and [0029]); 

an input component [pointing device 310] for selecting the one or more data 
items and parameters [lens control elements] respectively associated with each of the 
one or more data items (see [0030], lines 8-1 1 ); and 

a lens component [lens 410] to present at least one of the one or more display 
objects in a different format with respect to a collection of the data items, the different 
format comprises animation of the at least one of the one or more display objects to 
magnify that display object in size as compared to display objects outside of the lens 
component (see [0029]; [0030]; and [0043]). 

While Doyle discloses that the concept of detail-in-context viewing can be applied 
to text (see [0024], lines 1-5), Doyle fails to explicitly disclose the further limitations of 
the user interface being applied to search results and the lens including additional 
textual information. Kraft discloses a user interface for allowing a user to dynamically 
change the detail of data (see abstract), including the further limitation of changing the 
amount of detail [additional text] displayed in a list of search results (see [0027], lines 1- 
15) in order to increase the rate at which a user can determine a useful result. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the user interface of Doyle with the search results disclosed by Kraft. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to increase the rate at which a user 
can determine a useful result since detail-in-context presentations allow for 
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magnification of a particular region of interest in a representation while preserving 
visibility of the surrounding representation. 

Referring to claim 26, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 25, further 
comprising controls for interacting with a search engine, a database [web], the display 
objects or the lens component [results] (Kraft: see [0027], lines 2-5 and Doyle: see 
[0030]). 

Referring to claim 27, Doyle/Kraft discloses the interface of claim 25, the 
display objects are associated with at least one of text insertion [additional information], 
query-relevant text insertion, thumbnails of a web page, information about a size of a 
result, a download speed, and a recency of a page (Kraft: see [0027]). 

5. Claims 7-9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2007/0130540 to Doyle et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0086217 to Kraft et 
al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of US PGPub 2002/0083101 to 
Card et al (hereafter Card). 

Referring to claim 7, Doyle/Kraft discloses a lens component. However, 
Doyle/Kraft fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein the lens component is 
a fisheye lens. Card discloses displaying search results (see abstract), including the 
further limitation wherein the lens component is defined as a fisheye lens that is applied 
vertically to a display at about a focal center of the display (see [0081], lines 6-9 and 
[0114]) in order to provide the a user-friendly interface. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
made to use the feature of a fisheye lens as disclosed by Card with the display of 
Doyle/Kraft. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide the a user- 
friendly interface. 

Referring to claim 8, the combination of Doyle/Kraft and Card (hereafter 
Doyle/Kraft) discloses the interface of claim 7, the focal center includes one result item 
comprising a title, description [region 1710] (Card et al: see [01 14]), and URL of a web 
page. 

Referring to claim 9, Doyle/Kraft/Card discloses the system of claim 7, the 
fisheye lens is associated with a piecewise view (Card et al: see [01 14]). 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2007/0130540 to Doyle et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0086217 to Kraft et 
al as applied to claim 12 above, and further in view of US PGPub 2004/0030741 to 
Wolton et al (hereafter Wolton et al). 

Referring to claim 13, Doyle/Kraft discloses zoom increments. However, 
Doyle/Kraft fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein the zoom increments 
are controlled with a step function. Wolton et al disclose zoom increments, including the 
further limitation wherein the zoom increments are controlled with a step function (see 
[00561], lines 3-9) in order to provide the user-friendly interface. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
made to use the feature of using steps to define the increments as disclosed by Wolton 
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et al with the display of Doyle/Kraft. One would have been motivated to do so in order 
to provide the a user-friendly interface. 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2007/0130540 to Doyle et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0086217 to Kraft et 
al as applied respectively to claim 12 above, and further in view of US PGPub 
2005/0168488 to Montague (hereafter Montague). 

Referring to claim 14, Doyle/Kraft discloses a displaying content. However, 
Doyle/Kraft fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of geometric or exponential 
functions that allow data to grow or settle at varying acceleration. Montague discloses 
displaying information (see abstract) including the further limitation of geometric or 
exponential functions that allow data to grow or settle at varying acceleration (see 
[0054]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
made to use the feature of geometric functions as disclosed by Montague with the 
display of Doyle/Kraft. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide the 
a user-friendly interface that can display different types of information. 

8. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PGPub 2007/0130540 to Doyle et al in view of US PGPub 2005/0086217 to Kraft et 
al as applied respectively to claim 17 above, and further in view of US PGPub 
2007/01 56677 to Szabo (hereafter Szabo). 
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Referring to claim 18, while Doyle/Kraft fails to explicitly disclose wherein the 
dynamic view is coordinated with an amount of information to progressively insert 
additional information [additional data] associated with at least one search result [region 
of interest] into the detailed subset of information (see [0029]), Doyle/Kraft fails to 
explicitly disclose the further limitation where the detail changes according to an amount 
of time a mouse hovers over the at least one search result. Szabo discloses a user 
computer interface system including the further limitation where the detail changes 
according to an amount of time a mouse hovers over the at least one search result (see 
[0349] and [0359]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the technique of hovering as disclosed by Szabo to replace the 
technique of pointing disclosed by Doyle/Kraft. One would have been motivated to do 
so since both art provide a mouse and the act of hovering instead of clicking requires 
one less step by the user. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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